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Follawmg is a trapiscript of Presldent Reagan s address fo the National
Press Clubin Washington yesterday, as recprded by The New York Times:

Offi dies and genﬂemen of the
Na!mnal Pmss Club and, as of a ve
‘short time &go, fellow members.

Back in April, while in Lhe hvspn.al 1

can readil: rstand, a
lotof ume for reflection. Andone lay 1
decided to serid a personal, hand-writ-
ten letter to Soviet President Leonid
Brezhnev, reminding him that we had
et about 10 years ago in San Cle-
mente, Calif., as_heé and’ President

Nixon were concluding a_series’ of
rmeetings that had mghthopemall
the world. Never had peace and good

seemed closer at hand..

I'dlike to read youafew

cvnsiderlns the very real’ everyday
pmblems of our peoples:

average Soviet family be
beater ofl or_even aware, that the
Sovjet Union has imposed a govern-
‘ment of its own choice on the people of
Afghanistan? Is life better for the peo-
ple of Cuba because Cuban mih-
tary dictate who shau govern
‘ple of Angola? 1t is often xmp]ied at
such things have been made necessary
because ul territorial ambitions of the

tm-eat to your own security and that of

fmm that letter:

“Mr. President, when we met l
asked if you were aware that the hopes
and aspirations of millions of people.

it the world were dependent

on the decisiaﬂs that would be reached
in those meetings. You took my hand
in both of yotirs and assured me that
you were aware of r.hat and Lhat you
were dedicated with all your heart and
soul and mma to mlhllmg those hopes
arjd dream:

. He|mgvtbe People

I went on in my letter to say: “The
pavple of the vmrld still share that

hope. Indeed, the peoples of me world,
despntedxﬂerenm inracial and ethnic
orlgin, have very rmuch in common.

'n;ey wam the dignity of having some

over their individual lives,
Lhelr dmﬂny They want to work at the
craft or trade of their own choosmg
and tobe fairly rewarded.

“They want to raise their families in.
pmce, without harming anyone or suf-
harm themselves. Gwemmem
exlsu for their convenience, not
other way around. If they’re incapa-
ble, as some would have us believe, of
self-government, then where among
them do we ?{hﬂ ang ‘who are mpnble
& lers? Is it possible that
we ﬂ:ﬁ?"“ permitted ideology, political
and economic philosophies and gov-
ernmental policies to keep us from

the f

nations.
The American Record .
“Thiere not only is no evidence to
support such a charge, there is solid
evidence that the United States, when
itcgnid have dominated the world with
no risk to itself, made no effort what-
soever to do so0. When World. War 11
ended, the United States had the only
undamaged_industrial power in the
world. Our military might was at its
peak, and we alone had the ultimate
‘weapon — thie nuclear weapon — with
the unquestioned ability to deliver it
anywhere in the world. If we had
sought world dommaﬂun, then who
could have: us?’

“But '.he United States followed a
different cwrse, one unlque in all the
history of ‘e used our
power and wealm to rebul!d the war-
ravaged economies of the world, in-
cluding those of thé nations who had
been our enermu. May I say there is

absolutely o charges
that the United States fo g\ulty of im-
perialism or attempts to impose its
will on other countries by use of
force.”

1continued my letter by saying < or
concluded my letter, (shml.ld suy—by
saymg, “Mr. President, should

eoncamed with ehmmaung v.he ob

stacles which p our people —

those you and l reprsem - from
achieving * their most"
goals?”

An American Program for Peace

Well, it's in Lhe same spirit that I
want to speak today to this audience
and the people of the world about
‘America’s program for peace and the
coming negonanons which begin Nov.
30in witzerland. Specifical-
ly. 1 wa.nt to present our program for

reserving peace in Europe aml our

stmng enough to insure that an ag-

sor would lose more from an at-
mck than he could possibly gain. And
third, we and our allies have engaged
the Soviets in a dialogue about mutual
restraint and arms limitations, hoping
o reduce the risk of war and the bur-
den of armaments and to lower the

‘uucl prograr fo
Twicein my hfemne, Ihaveseen the
peoples lunged into the
t.ragedy of w war ‘Twice in my lifetime,
has suffered destruction and
rmmary occupation -in- wars - that
statesmen proved powerless tp pre-
vent, soldiers unable to contain and or-
dinary citizens unable 10 o@tape. And

wgce m my lifet

iave bled t.hei lives igle !-ﬁe soll
of mase ‘Dbattlefields = not to enrich or .
enlarge our domain but to restore the
peace e of our friends
andama. K

that divide East from West.
‘The Soviet Buildup

‘These three elements of our policy
have preserved the peace in Europe
for more than a third of a century.
They can preserve it for generations to
come so long as we pursue them with
sufficient will and vigor.

‘oday 1 wish to reaffirm America’s
commitment to the Atlantic alliance.
and our resolve to sustain the peace.
And from my conversations with allied

leaders, I know that they also remain

All of us who' hved throug\l those
troubled times share a common re-
solve that’ Lhe'y must never. come
again. And most of us share a co)
appreciation’of. the Atlantic alhance
that has ‘made a peaceful, free and
prosperous - Western Etirope: in the
postwar era possible. -

. TheNeedfor Weupnn:

But today, a new ' genération. is
emerging on both sides oi Lha Aﬂamu;
1tS members were niot present at the
creation’ of the North' Atlantic’ al-
liance; manyofthemdunlmlyun-
derstand its roots in defending free-
dom and rebuilding a war-torn Conti-
nént. Some young people question why
‘we need weapons, particularly nuclear
‘weapons, to deter war and to assure
peaceful devexopmem. They fear that
the accumulation- of weapons itself

and

NATO'’s policy of peace is based on
restraint and balance. No NATO weap-
ons, conventional or nuclear, will ever
be used in Europe excépt in response

90 " 10 attack. NATO's defense plans have

been responsible and restrained. The
allies remain strong, united and reso-
lute. But the momentum of the contin-
bm.g Soviet military buildup threatens
conventional and the nuclear

Consnd facts: over the past
decade, the United States reduced the
size of its armed forces and decreased
its military spending. The Soviets
steadﬂy lncreased the number of men
under arms — they now number more
than double t.hose of the United States.

 Over the same period, the Soviets ex-

panded their real military spending by
about one-third. The Soviet Union in-

mey lead

creased its inventory of tanks to some
tog

"1 lmde'lsland their ‘concemns; their

e have an obligation to answer their
sestions on the basis of judgment and
ason and experience, Our policiés’
ve resulted in the longest European
eace in this century. Wouldn't a rash
departuu from these pollcles, as some
gw suggest, endanger ce?
me its founding, the Auamlc al-

liance has. preserve
igh unity, deterrence and dm,

g ERe e

logue.

First, we and our allies have stood
united by the firm commitment that:
an attack upon any one of us would be
considered an attack upon us all. Sec-
ond, we and our allies have deterred
aggression by maintaining: forces

uestions deserve to be answered: But de

power, they
transformed lhen navy from a coastal
fense force to an open ocean fleet;
while the United States, a sea power
a.lhﬂnces, cut its

TMU S. Respom
period when NATO de-
ployed no new intemediatevmnge nu-
clear missiles and actually wit.hdrew

1,000 nuclear warheads,. the Sovis
Union deployed more than 750 nuclear
warheads on the new- S5-20 missiles
alone.

Our this - relentless
buildup nt Suvlet rnil!tary power has
been mtmined but firm. We have

all

Atiantic
Ocean

This map Is a reproduction of the onq

Piesl

televised speech in which be called for the dlsnuntllng of the deplo;:;lggvlﬂ
‘arguments that placing them behind
umm Eunpe * The two arcs indi-

$5-20 missiles and rebutted Moscow’s

: lheUrI! Mountains would “remove

‘and air-based. We have proposed a de-

fense program in the United States for ' 1479, as

the next five years which will remedy
the neglect of the past decade and re-
store the eroding balance on which obr
security depends.

1 would like to discus$ more specifi-
cally the growing threat to Western
El which is posed by the continu-
mgdgeplaymem of certain Soviet inter-

other
Soviet weapons systems ‘which algo
representa major threat. '
Now the only answer to. these

tems is a comparable threat to Snv
threats, to Soviet, targets. In other
‘wolds, ‘a deterrent preventing the use
of iet weapons by the coun-
ferthreat of a like response against
their own territory. At present, how-
ever, there is no equivalent deterrent
1o these Soviet intermediate missiles,
and the Soviets continue to add ofie
new SS-20a wi
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dent Reagan

To ‘counter this, the allies agreed in
as part of a two-track decision, to
!eplay as a deterrent land-based
cruise missiles and Pershing 2 mis-
siles capabl: of reaching targets in the
Soviet Union. These missiles are to be
deployed ln several countries of West-

urope.
relatively limited force in no

larger strategic umbrella
sp;ead over our NATO allies. Rather,

e. if provides a vital link between con-

ntional shorter-range nuclear forces
Europe and intercontinental forces
he United States. Deployment of
ese systems will demonstrate to the
1el Union that this l ink cannot be

lerrln depends on the per-
ce)vcd abmry "of our forces to perform
effectively. The more effective our
forcesare, the less likely it is that we'll
have to use them. So we and our allies
are proceeding to modernize NATO's
muclear forces of intérmediate range
to meet increased Soviet deployments
of nuclear systems r.hmatgnmg West-

Europe.

4 Proposals for Reducttons in A.rms

Now let me tiurn now to our hopes for*
arms control negotiations. There’s,a
tendency to make this entire’ subject  py
overly complex; I want to be clear and
concise. I told you of the letter 1 wrote "
to President Brezhnev last  April?
‘Well, I've just sent mmher message o
the Soviet leadershij

It’s a simple, scmgmorwazd yet
historic message. The United States
ps the mutual reduction of con-”
ventional, intermediate-range nu¢lw
and strategic forces. Specifically, ‘1
‘have proposed a four-point agenda to
achieve this ob]ecﬂve in my ] letter to
President Brezhnev.

Canceling New Missiles

‘The first and most important point
‘concerns the Geneva negotiations. As
part of the 1979 two-track decision,
NATO made a mmmntment t0 seek

neg jons with the
Soviet Unxon on mtennediate-range
nuclear forces. The United States has

on the 30th of !.hls month, my repre-
sentatives will present the following

The Umted States is ‘prepared to
cancel its deployment of Pershing 2
and ground-launched missiles if the

Soviets will dismahtle their SSZI::‘e 54

and- SS-5 missiles. This would

historic step.

* with Soviet agreement, we could to-

gether substantially reduce the dread
threat of nuclear. war which hangs

over the people of Europe. This, hke

me first tomstep on'thie mmm, ‘would be

Now we imend to negonate n good

. '(mmand g0to Geneva willing 0 sten
the | als

to and consic

Soviet counterparts. But let me call to
‘your attention the background gaxnst
which our proposal is made.

the past six years, while the umr.ed
States deployed no new intermediate-
range missiles and withdrew 1,000 nu-

the

preparing for these negotiations clear warheads from Eumpe e
close with_our Soviet
partners. We 're now ready to - mobile, accurate ballxsuc missiles.

setfonhouxpmpos

Ihave informed President Brechiev
hat when our delegation travels to the

legs of the strntegic mad sea-, land-

, land-based nuclear mxssnlﬁ inGeneva

ey now have 1,100 warheads on the
's, SS4's and §'s. And the United

States has no comparable missiles. In-
déed, the United w\‘.es dismantled the
ast siich missile in Europe over 15
yearsago.

Reagan Arms Plan: A New Tone Toward Moscow

. Byl HEDRICK SMml
Specilto The New York Times
'WASHINGTON, Nov.- 18 — However
slim its chances for success in negotia-
tions with the Soviet Union, the arms re-
duction proposal put forward by Presi-
dent. Reagan today culminates a delib-
rate shift in both tone and
-7 cy . towal
News ‘f’x:wm the bri
Agulysls ol last spring t¢
peacema
tle ety a“E
the restless anxi Urope ove
of. “limited nuclear war” and planned
American -missile deplaymems the
medent dropped his earlier emphasis
arms control to Soviet
ior in world trouble spots and pmsmed
himself as:a ready er for arms
talks with Moscow in four fields, all in-
tended to establish a peace that.*goes
Iull beyrmd'.beabsenoe of war.”
Mr. Reagan's speech, the first Presi-
dential address ever beamed live by
sa!elute by the American Government.
to. Western Europe, was timed to get
maximum impact on European televi-
sion newscasts tonight and to take the
injtiative away from. Leonic Brezh-
nev, the Soviet leader, who wnll begina
visit to West Germany on Sunday.
The first reactions from Western
European capitals and from Democrats
as well as Republicans in Congress indi-

cated that Mr. Reagan worl cred:( for
having finally moved to rebut the Euro-
pean contention that he is presiding over
an erratic, divided, bellicose Adminis-
tration less dedicated to arms’control
than the Kremlin.
As apractical matter, thiere seems lit-
prospect of success at the momeit | Sovie

E)

foscow (or ‘'his proposal that Moscow dismantle

650 intermediate-range missiles in East-
ern Europe in return for his lorswaanng
inadvance the deployment of 572 Ameri-

can rmssda in Western Europe i in 19&3

and 1984, Ri
Inan interview with' the West German

magazme Der Spiegel.on: Nov. 2, Mr.
rezhnev anticipated the Reagan pro-
posal and dlsm(ssed it in advance on
grounds that it excluded’ several hun-
dred Amencan land-based and carrier-
based TS, submanne-b sed mi,-
siles and 263 nuclear-amed British and
rench bombers and submanne mis-

m

siles.
“Those in the Umted States who ad-
vance this kind of ‘proposal’ apparently

do not for a rnim.lte expect’ that the .

Soviet Union might agree {o thém,” Mr.

Brezhnev said. “Most probably the au- !
thors of such ‘proposals’ do not really
want talks, let alone’successful talks.
‘What they need is a breakdown of the

talks, which they can use as a sort of jus-
tification fcrt continuing the planned

armsrace.”

It

With unusual speed; mmmispent of
Moscow’s. quick public ' rejection, of

Pub icly, Amencan otﬁclals mslst.ed
thal the Reag ﬂ{amposal was ‘‘serious

the SS-20°s if they

behin
ora e\ms!derable distance !anhnr east. Pointing td the missile figures shown
on the map west of Moscow, Mr. Reagan sald, “These little images mark the
present location, which would give them a range clear out into the Atlantic.”

As we look to the future of
ations, it's also important to address
certain Soviet claims which, left unre-
futed, could become critical barriers
o real progress in arms control. The
Soviets assert that a balance of inter-
medjate-range nuclear forces almdy
exists; that assertion is wrong. B;
objective measure, as this cha: mdi-
cates, the Soviet Union has developed
an increasing, overwhelming advan-
tage. They now enjoy a superiority on
theoxvderolstol The red is the Soviet

ldup, the blue is our own. That is
1975 and that is 1981.

Now Soviet spokesmen have sug-
gested that moving their SS-20's be-
hind the Ural Mountains will remove
the threat to Europe. Well, as this map
démonstrates, the SS—ZO'! even if de-

pleyed behind the Urals, "will have a
range that puts aimost all of Western

— the great cities, Rome,
mens. Pans, Londvn, russell Am-
sterdam, Berlin and s0 many mx
of Scandinavia, all of the Mldd]e Easl,
all of Northern Africa — all within
e of these missiles, which, inci-
denlally. are mobile and can be moved
on shorter notice. These little images
mark the. present location, which

* would give them a range clear out into

the Atlantic.
Strategic Arms

have in arms
com.mlmthep
While we can hope to benefit from

work done over the past decade in
strategic arms negotiations, let us
agree to do more than simply begin
where these previous efforts left off.
We can and should attempt major
qualitatiye and quantitative progress.
Only such progress can fulfill the
ywn people and the rest of

the world. And let us see how far we
can go in achieving truly substantial
reductions in our strategic arsenals.

To symbolize
change in direction, we will call these
negotations START — Strategic Arms
Reduction Talks.

Conventional Arms Reduction

The third proposal I've made to the
Soviet Union is that we act to achieve
equality at lnwer Xevels of conven-
tional forces in E: The de
needs of the Stmet Umnn hanﬂy call
for mammnmg rnore combal divi-
sions y than
were in the whole alhed invasmn force
that lended in Normandy on D-Day.
‘The Soviet Union could make no more
convincing contribution to peace in
Europe and in the world than by agree-

ing to reduce its conventional forces
slgmfmaml} and constrain the poten-

The second pmposal that I've made
to President Brezhnev. concerns
strategic weapons. ‘The United States
proposes to open negotiations on

next

Fmally, 1 have pointed out to Presi-
dent Brezhnev that to maintain peace
we must reduce the risks of surprise
attack and the chance of war arising

yea.r. Thave instructed Secretary Haig
discuss the timing of such meetings
representatives._

tance, however, is far more impor-

la.nt than timing. As our proposal for
the Geneva talks this month illus-
Lrates, we can make pmposals for
only

out of
am renewing our pmposal {oraoonler—
ence to develop effective measures

the Conference on Securky and Coop-

eration in Europe we're laying the
foundation for a Western-proposed
Ell~

|l we u;ke t.he tlme 10 prepa;

'l'he United States has been prepar-

rope. This ‘would di
new measures to enhance stabimy nnd
security in Europe. Agreement in this

ing carefully for
gic_arms negotiations becsuse we
don 't want a repetition of past disap-
pointments. We don’t want an arms
control process that sends hopes soar-
ingonly to €nd in dashed expectations.
Now 1 have informed President
Brezhnev that we will seek to negoti-
ate subslantial in nuclear

reach.
Turge the Soviet Union to join us and
many other nations who are ready to
{aunch this important enterprise.
All of 1t bat
the same fair-minded principles: e
stantial, militarily significant reduc-
tion in mn:u, equal ceilings for simi-
lar types of forces, and adequate

arms, which woul in

are equal and- venhable. Our ap-
mach ‘with verification will be to em-

My Adm,\r\xstmion. our country and
1are committed to arms re-

than the secrecy and suspicion whin:h

ductions
princples.

on these

Peace: More Than an Absence of War

Today I have outlined the kinds of

_bold, equitable proposals which the
‘worl p

d expects of us. Bulwecanmt

*duce arms unilaterally. Success

only. come if the Soviet Union il
share our commitment, if it will
demonstrate  that its often-repeated
pmfssmns of concern for peace will

by ps

President Caner s first strategic arms | and genuine,” gh pnvately some
proposal in March 1977, the Soviet et press | said the talks woul
agency Tass rebuﬂed Lhe Reagan pm other

rida by Mr. Brezhnév.

posal today as “‘a
ploy" that would “actually mean the' |
Union’s

unilateral dxsan-na
ment. o
Disagreement Over Arithmietic .
‘What lies behind this Soviet position ls
ing aversion to

‘We'll negotiate in good faith,” said
;ugene V. Rostow, director of the. Arms

‘Control and Disarmament ency.

listen o the Soviet response. But we re

a
existing weapons systems, a historic
ussian ‘urge for ‘clear military, pre-

greement with Washingts
arithmetic and signﬁcam:e of Lhe Euro-
peannuclear forces.

For not only does Mr. Brezhnev now
claim’a rough nuclear balance in Eu-
mpe ‘but also from Moscow’s viewpoint

the Spviet medium-range missiles pbse
a different threat from' the future
American missiles in Rus-
'sians argue that
‘missiles, for which Mr. Reagan said the.
West now has.‘no equivalent defer-

| rent,” menace Western Europe but niot

the United States, whﬂe the_future
American Pershing 2 and cruise mis
siles will be able to reach Moscow nself
from Western Europe.

Moreover, both sides are engaged in

the opening moves of what they expect
to be tough, prolonged negotiations.

Europe. The
the SS-20; SS-4 and SS-5 aume&t

not going this position the
‘momnent they quect We Il have to see
how they respond now
spond in time. They’ll have to see the
Enmpe&n reacnonmﬂns Thlshus abig
emotional wallop.” -

- Pmervm; Pem i Enmpz'

lic pﬂ!posals be-
fore pxsengung itin negoﬂamms, Presi-
dent Reagan facitly acknowledged 'that
i’ Adm ms&tauon recognized the seri-

military

e, oct
bmldnp and Soviet missile deploymens

as the prime cause of Europe’s current
sense of vulnerability.

By contrast, the Pmndem spoke o(
‘pur program for preserving

Etirope,” and pledged That "o NATO
‘weapons, conventional or nuclear, will
ever be used in' Europe except in fe-
sponse to attack.”

how they re- |

f peace in d
the pursuit of arms reduction talks are
mxdamenm importance. But we
mus! also help to bring peace and se-
curity to regions row torn by conflict,
external intervention and war.
The American concept of pea
beyond the absence ot wa.r. We
foresee” a of economic
growth and’ individual liberty in a
wnrlﬂ at peace. At the economic sum-
ference in Cancin, I met with
t.he leaders of 21 nations and sketched
out our approach to gl
gmwth We want to elimlnale the bar-
riers to trade and investment which
hindér these . critical incentives to
and we’re working to develop
new programs to help the poorer na-
tions achieve self-sustaining growth.

And terms like “peace” and “‘se-
curity,” we have to say, have little
‘meaning for the oppressed and the des-
titute. They also mean little to the indi-
vidual whose state has stripped him of
human_freedom and dignity. Wher-
ever there's oppression, we must
strive for the peace and security of in-
dividuals as well as states. We must

recognize that progress in the pursuit _
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of liberty is a necessary complement
to military security.

Nowhere has this fundamental truth
been more boldly and clearly stated
than in the Helsinki accords of 1975.
‘These accords har::l:mt yet been trans-

lated into living Today I'vean-
an agenda that can help to
achieve peace and freedom

ity
across the glot be. In particular, I have
‘made an important offér to forgo
tirely deployment of new American
rmssﬂa in Europe if the Soviet Union
mpaxed to respond on an equal

'l'he re is o reason why people in an
part of the world should have to live A

rmanent fear or war or its specter. I
believe the time has come for all na-
uons toact in a responsible spirit that

't threaten other states. I believe
me time is'right to move Torward on
arms control and the resolution of
critical regional disputes at the confer-
ence table. Nothing will have a higher
priority for me and for the American
peopeover'.he coming months and
ars.

Addressing the. United Nations 20
years-ago, another- American Presi-
dent described the goal that we still
pursue today. He sa)d “If we all can
persevere, if we can look beyond our

shores and ambitions, then surely the
age will dawn in which the strong are
just and the weak secure and the peace
preserved.” He didn't live to see that
goal achieved.

Iinvite all nations to join with Amer-
ica today in the quest for such a world.
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